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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 July 2009 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 7/7/09 
has been entered. 

Claims 11 and 15-17 have been canceled. Claims 1-10 and 12-14 have been 
amended. Claim 18 is added. Claims 1-10, 12-14 and 18 are pending. 

Response to Amendment 



Claim Objections 

Claims 14 and 18 objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper 
dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. 
Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) 
in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. It appears claims 
14 and 18 are reciting a different statutory class of invention while maintaining a 
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dependency to independent claims of another statutory class. These claims should be 
written in independent form and explicitly incorporate the limitation of the parent claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-7, 14, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
based on a disclosure which is not enabling. The step of embedding a watermark in a 
compressed video is critical or essential to the practice of the invention, but not included 
in the claim(s) is not enabled by the disclosure. See In re Mayhew, 527 F.2d 1229, 188 
USPQ 356 (CCPA 1976). The preamble recites a "method of embedding a watermark 
in a compressed video signal" but the claim limitations fail to teach how this is 
performed. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-7, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 
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As per claims 1-7 it is unclear how the at least one parameter is used to embed a 
watermark in a compressed video signal. Appropriate correction is required. 

As per claim 1 8, the scope of the invention is indefinite. It is unclear whether a 
program which carries out claim 1 is being claimed or a computer readable medium 
which carries the compressed video signal. The computer program which controls the 
detection of a watermark should not be on the same medium (disc) as where the 
watermarked video is stored. Also it is unclear what "when loaded into a computer 
programmed" means (emphasis added). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,8, 10, and 1 2-1 4 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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Claims 1-10, 12-14, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by USP Application Publication 2001/0053237 to Hashimoto. 

As per claim 1 , Hashimoto teaches a method of embedding a watermark in a 
compressed video signal (0010), wherein the watermark embedding process is 
controlled by at least one embedding parameter, the value of the embedding parameter 
being dependent upon the bit-rate of the compressed video signal (001 1-0013). 

As per claim 2, Hashimoto teaches the step of determining the bit-rate of the 
compressed video signal (0013). 

As per claim 3, Hashimoto teaches information indicative of the bit-rate is 
encoded in the compressed video signal, the bit- rate being determined by decoding the 
information indicative of the bit-rate (0043). 

As per claim 4, Hashimoto teaches the value of the embedding parameter is 
selected from a predetermined set of values in dependence upon the bit- rate of the 
compressed video signal (0044). 

As per claim 5, Hashimoto teaches at least one of the robustness of the 
watermark signal and the observability of the watermark signal is dependent upon the 
embedding parameter (001 1 ). 

As per claim 6, Hashimoto teaches the value of the embedding parameter 
determines the watermarking technique utilized to embed the watermark in the 
compressed video signal (0045). 
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As per claim 7, Hashimoto teaches the strength of the watermark is dependent 
upon the value of the embedding parameter (001 1 ). 

As per claim 8, Hashimoto teaches an apparatus arranged to embed a 
watermark in an compressed video signal (0010), the apparatus comprising an 
embedding means arranged to embed a watermark in the compressed video signal 
utilizing an embedding process controlled by at least one embedding parameter, the 
value of the embedding parameter being dependent upon the bit-rate of the 
compressed video signal (0007-0009). 

As per claim 9, Hashimoto teaches the apparatus further comprising a bit-rate 
determining unit arranged to determine the bit rate bit-rate of the compressed video 
signal (0013). 

As per claim 10, Hashimoto teaches a system for control of multimedia with a 
watermarked information compressed video signal (0010) , the system comprising a 
computer processor configured to perform a plurality of operation to embed a watermark 
in the compressed video signal utilizing an embedding process, wherein the original 
compressed video signal has been watermarked by a watermarking process controlled 
by at least one embedding parameter, the value of the embedding parameter being 
dependent upon the bit-rate of the compressed video signal (0007-0009). 

As per claims 12 and 13, Hashimoto teaches a method and an apparatus of 
detecting a watermark in a compressed video signal (0010), the method comprising 
analyzing an the information compressed video signal that may potentially comprise a 
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watermark, so as to detect the watermark, the analyzing process being dependent upon 
the bit-rate of the compressed video signal (0045). 

As per claim 14, Hashimoto teaches A computer readable medium configured 
with having stored thereon computer program instructions, arranged such that when 
these instructions are loaded into and executed on a computer, the instructions cause 
the computer to perform the method of claim 1 and wherein the compressed video 
signal is analyzed so as to detect the watermark, the analyzing process being 
dependent upon the bit-rate of the compressed video signal (0045). 

As per claim 18, Hashimoto teaches a computer readable medium having stored 
thereon codes, the codes having encoded therein compressed video signal (0010) 
having embedded therein a watermark according to the method of claim 1 , the codes 
causing, when loaded into a computer programmed, the detection of the watermark in 
the compressed video signal, wherein the compressed video signal is analyzed so as to 
detect the watermark, the analyzing process being dependent upon the bit-rate of the 
compressed video signal (0045). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL R. VAUGHAN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-7316. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 7:30am 
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- 5:00pm, EST. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, William Korzuch can be reached on 571-272-7589. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/M. R. V./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2431 
/Syed Zia/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2431 



